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No. 838. Had I been present I would have
voted ‘‘yes.’’

CONGRESS IS READY; WHITE
HOUSE DRAGS

HON. DOUG BEREUTER
OF NEBRASKA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 7, 1995

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member
commends to his colleagues an editorial which
appeared in the Omaha World-Herald on De-
cember 5, 1995.

[From the Omaha World-Herald, Dec. 5, 1995]

CONGRESS IS READY; WHITE HOUSE DRAGS

Congress has gone further toward a bal-
anced budget than many people thought pos-
sible just a few months ago. It happened in
part because of the political courage of Re-
publicans in Congress. They have agreed
among themselves on a seven-year plan to
balance the budget. They stuck to it even
when public opinion polls rewarded President
Clinton standing in their way.

Talks broke down last week. The two sides
were trying for an agreement by Dec. 15, to
avoid another partial shutdown of the gov-
ernment.

Each side accused the other of being in-
flexible. Senate Majority Leader Bob Dole,
referring to President Clinton’s people, said,
‘‘They owe us a counteroffer.’’ A White
House spokesman said the Republicans failed
to show how they would keep a Nov. 19
agreement to propose a budget that would
acknowledge White House concerns about so-
cial and environmental programs.

Republicans displayed flexibility. Senate
Budget Committee Chairman Pete Domenici,
R-N.M., said that ‘‘everything is on the
table,’’ meaning everything is negotiable, in-
cluding a seven-year, $245 billion tax cut
that the Republicans want and many Demo-
crats oppose. Senator Domenici said that se-
rious talks awaited only a gesture from Clin-
ton, which Domenici said would consist of a
proposal that would allow good-faith nego-
tiating to begin.

Robert Reischauer, a Democrat, said that
his party must eventually face the fact that
a good many Americans have had it with $170
billion annual deficits and a $5 trillion na-
tional debt.

Reischauer, who served as director of the
Congressional Budget Office when the Demo-
crats controlled Congress, said: ‘‘The vast
majority of Americans agree with the Repub-
licans when it comes to bottom-line budget
policy.,’’

‘‘They favor a balanced budget or a sub-
stantial reduction in the deficit,’’ he said.
‘‘The President can’t appear to be walking
away from that. He can’t be seen as defend-
ing the status quo.’’

But will that message get through to the
White House? Clinton’s resistance to a slow-
er rate of increase in Medicare and other do-
mestic programs was rewarded when polls in-
dicated that his position attracted twice as
much support as that of the GOP leaders.
The determination of the Republicans to per-
severe has been demonstrated. But if they
are willing to put everything on the table in
the pursuit of a balanced budget, what’s
keeping the White House?

A 50TH ANNIVERSARY TRIBUTE TO
THE 390TH BOMBARDMENT
GROUP (H)

HON. JIM KOLBE
OF ARIZONA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 7, 1995
Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay

tribute to the World War II veterans who
served this country in the 390th Bombardment
Group (H). During this 50th anniversary year
of the end of World War II, it is fitting and ap-
propriate to pay tribute to the 390th which flew
301 bombing missions in B–17’s against the
German war machine.

The veterans of the 390th have established
a permanent memorial to and for those who
made the supreme sacrifice and to all men
who had served in the group during World
War II. The memorial is a museum and is the
source and location of the heritage, history,
and honor of the 390th and the men who so
proudly served in it.

The 390th Memorial Museum is located in
Tucson, AZ on the grounds of the third largest
air museum in the United States—the Pima
Air and Space Museum. The 390th museum
contains the beautifully restored B–17G ‘‘I’ll be
Around’’, an 11- by 23-foot mural of ‘‘Top
Cover for the J Group’’ which is probably the
most recognized picture of World War II. It
also contains an honor wall, a gallery of
crews, art and aircraft models, and many dif-
ferent items of memorabilia. The Joseph A.
Moller Library, in the museum, contains over
79,000 pages of 390th combat history, over
9,000 photographs and is a research center
for the air campaign of Central Europe.

After intensive training in the United States,
the group was battle ready and sent to its
base at Framlingham, England. On August 12,
1943, it flew its first operational mission bomb-
ing an instrument factory in Bonn, Germany.

During this period, 145 aircraft were missing
in action. Overall, the 390th used up over 200
Flying Fortresses counting those battle dam-
aged aircraft returning to England but imme-
diately declared as salvage. At war’s end, 88
aircraft were returned to the United States.
The 390th earned two Presidential Unit Cita-
tions for conspicuous battle action over
Regensburg and Schweinfurt in August and
October, 1943.

On October 10, 1943, on a mission targeted
at Munster, Germany, the 390th was credited
with destroying 62 enemy fighters in air-to-air
combat. This was the highest kill rate in a sin-
gle day for any bomber or fighter group in the
European Theater of Operations. That day,
the group dispatched 18 aircraft and 8 of them
were officially listed as missing in action. In
their 301 missions the 390th was credited with
the destruction of 377 enemy aircraft, 57 prob-
ably destroyed, and 77 damaged.

The price paid for these achievements was
not small. Some 1,400 personnel of the 390th
were killed in action. Only 15 of the 35 original
combat crews, those which trained as part of
the group in the States and launched the com-
bat career of the 390th in the European Thea-
ter of Operations, finished their tours of oper-
ations—the others were missing in action. The
museum is a memorial to the men of the
390th and those who made the supreme sac-
rifice.

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, it is vitally im-
portant that we remember the sacrifices made

by our veterans and those who today serve
our country in the military. It is equally impor-
tant that we remind future generations of the
sacrifices made by our Nation’s veterans.

THE EMPEROR NEEDS NEW
CLOTHES

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON
OF MISSISSIPPI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 7, 1995

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to speak to you about the leader of the Re-
publican revolution. Over the last year, we
have watched House Republicans line up be-
hind Speaker GINGRICH, marching in step,
barking out the dogma of this so-called revolu-
tion. This whole incident reminds me of a story
from when I was child. You see Mr. Speaker,
once upon a time there was an emperor who
needed some new clothes. When a con-artist
of a tailor convinced the Emperor that the out-
fit he designed for the King was the latest
fashion, the King marched proudly out into his
kingdom receiving praise and accolades for
his new suit. All of a sudden a small child ap-
proached the King and told him he was naked,
that he was not wearing clothes. Although
Democrats have been saying this all year, last
night the House Ethics Committee unani-
mously told Emperor NEWT that he was not
wearing any clothes. They found that he was
guilty of violating three House rules. They ap-
pointed special counsel to investigate im-
proper conduct. They sent him a scathing let-
ter denouncing his actions on numerous other
accounts. But stay tuned. We have not even
started on chapter 2: ‘‘Nasty NEWT and the
GOPAC Gang’’

TRIBUTE TO BILL SHULTZ

HON. KEN CALVERT
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 7, 1995

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, December 19,
1995, is a truly historical date. On this day
Fender Musical Instruments will host the grand
opening of a new facility in Corona, CA. This
90,000 square foot manufacturing operation,
will produce high quality speakers and amplifi-
ers, creating 250 new jobs for the Corona
community.

A short 9 years ago this company almost
became a historical statistic as a result of
competition from Japan. The great name of
Fender was close to being wiped out by cheap
foreign imitations. Using economic advantages
that did not exist in this country, the foreign
product dominated the musical instrument
business.

Led by its president, Bill Schultz, Fender
Musical Instruments became the comeback
story for the past decade. Moving to the city
of Corona in 1986 with only 15 employees,
this once great company was manufacturing
just two dozen guitars per day. Faced with
what many considered an uncertain future at
best, the success story of quality and tradition
began to unfold in my hometown of Corona.

Today, Fender Musical Instruments builds
350 high-end guitars per day and employs
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over 600 people. With the opening of this new
facility and the addition of 250 people to its
staff, total Fender Music’s employment in Co-
rona, CA, will be 850 people.

Fender is the choice for some of the most
popular entertainers in the world, such as Eric
Clapton, Bruce Springsteen, and many more.
Fender was also chosen to custom make just
over 100 guitars to celebrate the anniversary
of Harley Davidson. These particular guitars
are valued at over $40,000 each. In the music
business the name Fender means quality,
which means reliability, which also means the
best sound possible from a musical instru-
ment.

This tremendous comeback was accom-
plished through the leadership of Bill Schultz,
president of Fender Musical Instruments. Mr.
Schultz has worked closely with Federal,
State, and local leaders. He has provided val-
ued input on business issues to help ensure
continued economic growth in this country.

It is a great pleasure for me, on behalf of
the citizens of California’s 43d Congressional
District, to congratulate the leadership of
Fender Musical Instruments and the city of
Corona for making this dynamic growth a re-
ality. We can all be proud of the private and
public sector working together to keep valu-
able jobs in America.

HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSE IN EAST
TIMOR

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 7, 1995

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to support my colleagues from Rhode Is-
land and New York in their efforts to call atten-
tion to human rights abuses by Indonesia in its
occupation of East Timor, and to prevent the
use of United States military assistance to fur-
ther Indonesia’s atrocities in East Timor.

Indonesia’s Armed Forces invaded East
Timor in 1975, only weeks after East Timor
had attained independence from Portugal.
Since then, the Indonesian army has carried
out a campaign of what amounts to ethnic
cleansing against the Timorese through a pro-
gram of forced migration. Persecution has
been particularly harsh against the Christian
population of East Timor.

More than 200,000 Timorese—out of a total
population of 700,000—have been killed di-
rectly or by starvation in forced migrations
from their villages since the Indonesian inva-
sion.

There are recent reports of a renewed cam-
paign of repression of Catholics in East Timor.
These reports include atrocities such as the
smashing of statues of the Blessed Mother.
The campaign has also been directed person-
ally against the Catholic Bishop of Dili [DILLY],
Bishop Belo. His phones are tapped, his fax
machine is monitored, his visitors are
watched, and his freedom of movement is re-
stricted. But Bishop Belo persists in his coura-
geous efforts to defend justice, peace and the
preservation of the dignity of his people. Re-
cently, he has set up a church commission to
monitor human rights abuses, and a radio sta-
tion to disseminate information and news.

Mr. Speaker, the people of East Timor com-
prise a sovereign nation. They differ from most

Indonesians in language, religion, ethnicity,
history, and culture. They are entitled to inde-
pendence and freedom. And in the meantime,
they are entitled to fundamental human rights
including the freedom of religion.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. TILLIE K. FOWLER
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 7, 1995

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, due to a death
in the family, I was not present for rollcall
votes Nos. 840 and 841. Had I been present
I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on both of these roll-
call votes.

GPO SUPPORT ON BOSNIA DIF-
FERS FROM DEMOCRATS’ BALK-
ING ON GULF

HON. DOUG BEREUTER
OF NEBRASKA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 7, 1995

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member
commends to his colleagues an editorial which
appeared in the Omaha World-Herald on De-
cember 5, 1995.

GOP SUPPORT ON BOSNIA DIFFERS FROM
DEMOCRATS’ BALKING ON GULF

In January 1991, the U.S. Senate voted 52–
47 to approve a resolution authorizing Presi-
dent George Bush to use force in liberating
Kuwait. Forty-five of the Senate’s 55 Demo-
crats voted against the resolution, including
some of the party’s top leaders.

Among the Senate Democrats casting ‘‘no’’
votes were George Mitchell, then the major-
ity leader; Claiborne Pell, chairman of the
Foreign Relations Committee; and Sam
Nunn, chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee. Sen. Edward Kennedy voted against
the resolution. So did Daniel Moynihan and
Lloyd Bentsen. So did Bob Kerrey.

In the House, which approved the resolu-
tion 250–183, Democrats voting no included
Speaker Tom Foley and Majority Leader
Richard Gephardt.

A number of those same Democrats in 1995
support a mission in which the U.S. interest
is much less clear: President Clinton’s com-
mitment to send troops to Bosnia, But this
time something is different. Clinton has sup-
port—qualified in some instances—from key
members of the other party.

Senate Majority Leader Bob Dole said he
will support Clinton’s position. So has Sen.
Richard Lugar, chairman of the Foreign re-
lations Committee. In the House, Speaker
Newt Gingrich has discouraged Republican
congressmen who wanted to try to stop the
Bosnian operation. For those GOP leaders,
apparently, partisanship still ends at the wa-
ter’s edge, as it should.

How, was it possible for the Democrats in
1991 to say no to the liberation of Kuwait and
just about five years later support a vague
mission in Bosnia that has little to do with
America’s vital national interests?

Certainly the issues weren’t identical. The
1991 vote gave Bush authorization for a
ground war against what was then widely re-
ported to be a formidable Iraqi army. Clin-
ton’s intended dispatch of 32,000 troops to
Bosnia is based on the assumption, although
it’s debatable, that combat can be avoided.

Some of the Bush critics in 1991 said it was
wrong to go to war for oil. Kerrey, as a presi-

dential candidate in October 1991, told a New
Hampshire audience that he rejected the Ku-
wait resolution 10 months earlier because
the main reason was to protect an oil source.
(Some Americans thought that preserving an
essential source of fuel for the industrial
West was a good reason to liberate Kuwait
and make sure Saudi Arabia wouldn’t fall to
Saddam Hussein.) If Bush had emphasized
the restoration of freedom in Kuwait, Kerrey
said, he might have supported the action.

However, the 1991 resolution that the 45
Senate Democrats voted against did not
mention oil. It stated that Iraq’s invasion of
Kuwait was unprovoked, illegal and brutal
and that the United Nations had authorized
its members ‘‘to use all necessary means’’ to
ensure that ‘‘Kuwait’s independence and le-
gitimate government be restored.’’

Whether or not one agreed with Bush, the
mission was clear: Beat back an illegal ag-
gressor threatening to roll over a region that
had a direct impact on American interests
and would continue to have an impact. Iraq
had overrun Kuwait and was poised to move
into Saudi Arabia. There was an immediate
danger that the war would spread through-
out the region, perhaps drawing in Israel.

Contrast that with the Balkan situation.
Ethnic and religious passions have fueled
centuries of hatred, bitterness and wartime
atrocities. None of the parties to the current
conflict—the primarily Catholic Croatians,
the Orthodox-Christian Bosnian Serbs or the
Muslim majority in Bosnia—has an unblem-
ished record. They are waging what amounts
to a religious and territorial civil war. Some
are angry that their leaders signed a truce.
As to the danger of an expanded war, few in-
dications exist that any outside powers were
planning to come to the aid of the warring
factions.

Yet the Clinton policy would place U.S.
troops on the ground in that situation. And
for what national interest? The president
should be grateful that his Republican oppo-
nents aren’t guided by the way the Demo-
crats behaved in 1991, when the threat to the
national interest was genuine.

SOME BENEFITS OF MEDICAID

HON. ROBERT W. NEY
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 7, 1995

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to bring atten-
tion to the House a series of articles published
in September by the Columbus Dispatch (Co-
lumbus, Ohio) that describe the challenges
and joys of raising a disabled child at home
and among family. The Columbus Dispatch
series accurately highlights the experiences of
families with children with significant disabil-
ities who have received support from the cur-
rent Medicaid Program.

The Sapp family includes parents Dale and
Martha Rose, two daughters, and Dale Jr.
Dale Sr. has a full-time job and Martha Rose
takes care of the children. Dale Jr. is 7 years
old and several disabilities, including mental
retardation, and uses a wheelchair. To keep
Dale Jr. at home, Medicaid provides, the
Sapp’s services worth $105,000, including
speech and physical therapy, prescription
drugs, hospital services, and other needed
medical care. Without this support, the Sapp’s
would be forced to place Dale in an institution,
with an annual cost of $240,000.

The Biel family includes parents Louis and
Mary and two children. Both parents full-time
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